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1 This action is in response to the communication filed on 4/23/2007. 

2 DETAILED ACTION 

3 Response to Arguments 

4 Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered and are moot in 

5 view of new grounds of rejection presented below. 

6 All rejections and objections not set forth below have been withdrawn. 

7 Claims 1-26 have been examined. 

8 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

10 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

11 (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 

1 2 section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

1 3 such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 

1 4 having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

1 5 manner in which the invention was made. 

16 

17 Claims 1-7, and 9-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

18 Downs et al. (US Patent Number 6,226,618) hereinafter referred to as Downs, and further in 

19 view of Chernock et al. (US Patent Number 6,772,209) hereinafter referred to as Chernock. 

20 Regarding claim 1, Downs disclosed a content control method for controlling a process 

21 on a receiving side apparatus which is applied to content comprising a plurality of blocks 

22 transmitted from a transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus (See Downs 

23 Abstract), comprising the steps of: adding first control information to one or more blocks of the 

24 content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiver side apparatus wherein 

25 said first control information specifies conditions for permitting processes to be applied to the 

26 one or more blocks of content, and wherein the content including the first control information is 
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1 stored in a first location of the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-20); 

2 receiving a process designation corresponding to the content transmitted from the transmitting 

3 side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 40-45); and if 

4 information stored in a receiving side apparatus satisfies the condition specified by the first 

5 control information, applying the process corresponding to process designation to the received 

6 block of the content (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 45-48), however, Downs did not disclose 

7 specifically that second control information was stored in a second location of the receiving side 

8 apparatus and compared with the first for compliance prior to processing the content, wherein the 

9 second control information specifies conditions for which applying processes to the content is 

10 permitted, and wherein the conditions specified by the second control information includes at 

1 1 least one type of information selected from a group consisting of user information of the user 

12 about to use the contents, location information of the receiving apparatus, area information of the 

1 3 receiving apparatus, and time information. 

14 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

1 5 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

1 6 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

17 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

18 Paragraph 1). 

1 9 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

20 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

21 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

22 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 
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1 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 

2 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

3 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

4 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

5 Regarding claim 9, Downs disclosed a content control system for controlling a process on 

6 a receiving side apparatus which is applied to contents transmitted from a transmitting side 

7 apparatus to the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Abstract), comprising: a control 

8 information adding processor for adding first control information to one or more blocks of 

9 content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus wherein 

10 said first control information specifies conditions for permitting processes to be applied to said 

1 1 one or more blocks of the content, and wherein the content including the first control information 

12 is stored in a first location of the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-20); a 

13 process designation reception processor for receiving a process designation corresponding to the 

14 content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus (See 

1 5 Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 40-45); and a contents control processor for applying a process 

16 corresponding to the process designation to the received one or more blocks of the content, if the 

17 condition specified by the first control information is satisfied (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 45-48), 

1 8 however, Downs did not disclose specifically that second control information was stored in a 

19 second location of the receiving side apparatus and compared with the first for compliance prior 

20 to processing the content, wherein the second control information specifies conditions for which 

21 applying processes to the content is permitted, and wherein the conditions specified by the 

22 second control information includes at least one type of information selected from a group 
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1 consisting of user information of the user about to use the contents, location information of the 

2 receiving apparatus, area information of the receiving apparatus, and time information. 

3 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

4 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

5 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

6 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

7 Paragraph 1). 

8 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

9 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

10 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

1 1 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 

12 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 

13 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

14 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

1 5 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

1 6 Regarding claim 13, Downs disclosed a content transmitting apparatus for transmitting 

17 content from a transmitting side apparatus to a receiving side apparatus(See Downs Abstract), ■ 

18 comprising: a content reading processor for reading one or more blocks of a content transmitted 

19 from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 

20 15-19 and Col. 21 Lines 30-36); a control information adding processor for adding first control 

2 1 information to said one or more blocks of the content transmitted from the transmitting side 

22 apparatus to the receiving side apparatus wherein said first control information specifies 
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1 conditions for permitting processes to be applied to said one or more blocks of the content, and 

2 wherein the content including the first control information is stored in a first location of the 

3 receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 10-15); and a content transmitting processor 

4 for transmitting the block of the content from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side 

5 apparatus (See Downs Col. 21 Lines 30-36), wherein said receiving side apparatus applies 

6 processing only if the first control information is satisfied (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 45-48), 

7 however, Downs did not disclose specifically that second control information was stored in a 

8 second location of the receiving side apparatus and compared with the first for compliance prior 

9 to processing the content, wherein the second control information specifies conditions for which 

10 applying processes to the content is permitted, and wherein the conditions specified by the 

1 1 second control information includes at least one type of information selected from a group 

12 consisting of user information of the user about to use the contents, location information of the 

1 3 receiving apparatus, area information of the receiving apparatus, and time information. 

14 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

1 5 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

16 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

17 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

18 Paragraph 1). 

19 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

20 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

2 1 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

22 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 
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1 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 

2 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

3 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

4 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

5 Regarding claim 16, Downs disclosed a content receiving apparatus for receiving content 

6 transmitted from a transmitting side apparatus to a receiving side apparatus (See Downs 

7 Abstract), comprising: a process designation reception processor for receiving a process 

8 designation corresponding to the content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the 

9 receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 30-54); a content receipt processor for 

10 receiving one or more blocks of the content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to 

1 1 the receiving side apparatus, wherein first control information for specifying conditions for 

12 permitting a process to be applied to said one or more blocks of the content is added to the block 

13 of content, wherein the content including the first control information is stored in a first location 

14 of the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-19); and a content control processor 

1 5 for applying a process corresponding to the received process designation, a the process 

1 6 corresponding to the process designation of the received one or more blocks, if the condition 

17 specified by the first control information is satisfied (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 43-48), however, 

18 Downs did not disclose specifically that second control information was stored in a second 

1 9 location of the receiving side apparatus and compared with the first for compliance prior to 

20 processing the content, wherein the second control information specifies conditions for which 

21 applying processes to the content is permitted, and wherein the conditions specified by the 

22 second control information includes at least one type of information selected from a group 
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1 consisting of user information of the user about to use the contents, location information of the 

2 receiving apparatus, area information of the receiving apparatus, and time information. 

3 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

4 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

5 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

6 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

7 Paragraph 1). 

8 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

9 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

10 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

1 1 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 

12 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 

1 3 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

14 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

1 5 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

16 Regarding claim 20, Downs disclosed a computer program product having computer 

17 readable instruction code on a computer usable medium (See Downs Abstract and Col. 6 Lines 

18 37-41), comprising: instruction for reading one or more blocks of content transmitted from the 

19 computer to a receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-19 and Col. 21 Lines 30- 

20 36); instruction for adding a first control information to said one or more blocks of the content, 

21 wherein said first control information specifies conditions for permitting processes to be applied 

22 to the content, and wherein the content including the first control information is stored in a first 
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1 location of the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-19); and instruction for 

2 transmitting said one or more blocks of the content from the computer to the receiving side 

3 apparatus (See Downs Col. 21 Lines 30-36), wherein a second location of said receiving side 

4 apparatus applies the process to the content if the condition specified by the first control 

5 information is satisfied (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 43-48), however, Downs did not disclose 

6 specifically that second control information was stored in a second location of the receiving side 

7 apparatus and compared with the first for compliance prior to processing the content, wherein the 

8 second control information specifies conditions for which applying processes to the content is 

9 permitted, and wherein the conditions specified by the second control information includes at 

10 least one type of information selected from a group consisting of user information of the user 

1 1 about to use the contents, location information of the receiving apparatus, area information of the 

1 2 receiving apparatus, and time information. 

1 3 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

14 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

1 5 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

16 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

17 Paragraph 1). 

1 8 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

1 9 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

20 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

21 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 

22 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 
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1 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

2 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

3 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

4 Regarding claim 22, Downs disclosed a computer program product having computer 

5 readable instruction code on a computer usable medium (See Downs Abstract and Col. 6 Lines 

6 37-41), comprising: instruction for receiving a process designation concerning the content 

7 transmitted from a transmitting side apparatus to the computer (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 30-54); 

8 instruction for receiving one or more blocks of the content transmitted from the transmitting side 

9 apparatus to a first location of the computer wherein said one or more blocks includes first 

1 0 control information for specifying conditions for permitting processes to be applied to the 

1 1 content (See Downs Col. 22 Lines 15-19); and corresponding to the received process 

12 designation, the process corresponding to the process designation to the received one or more 

13 blocks of content, if the condition specified by the first control information is satisfied (See 

14 Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 43-48), however, Downs did not disclose specifically that second control 

1 5 information was stored in a second location of the receiving side apparatus and compared with 

16 the first for compliance prior to processing the content, wherein the second control information 

17 specifies conditions for which applying processes to the content is permitted, and wherein the 

18 conditions specified by the second control information includes at least one type of information 

19 selected from a group consisting of user information of the user about to use the contents, 

20 location information of the receiving apparatus, area information of the receiving apparatus, and 

21 time information. 
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1 Chernock teaches that in a content distribution system, access rules should be included 

2 with the content transmitted to a recipient, some of the rules specifying expiration time of the 

3 content, and that the recipient should compare the expiration time with the current time in the 

4 system to determine if the content has expired (See Chernock Col. 5 Paragraphs -7 and Col. 8 

5 Paragraph 1). 

6 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

7 invention to employ the teachings of Chernock in the content protection system of Downs by 

8 utilizing the expiration time verification method of Chernock in the content control system of 

9 Downs. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have 

1 0 been motivated to allow control over the period of validity of the distributed content. In this 

1 1 combination, it further would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art that the 

1 2 "current time" which is compared with the expiration time of the content, would have to be 

13 stored at the user device in order for the comparison between the two times to have occurred. 

14 Regarding claims 2, 10, 14, and 17, Downs and Chernock disclosed that as the process 

1 5 corresponding to the process designation, reproduction of the content, copy of the content, 

16 storage in a non-processible area, storage a processible area, display of attendant data 

17 accompanying the content, selection of an apparatus for transmission of the content, or bi- 

1 8 directional communication between the transmitting side apparatus and the receiving side 

19 apparatus is carried out (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 40-48). 

20 Regarding claim 3, Downs and Chernock disclosed that the block of the content has an 

21 area to which control needed/unneeded information indicative of need/non-need control of the 

22 content is added, and in case that the control needed/unneeded information indicates need for 
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1 control, the step of adding the first control information is performed (See Downs Col. 21 Lines 

2 23-42). 

3 Regarding claims 4, 11, 15, 18, 21, and 23, Downs and Chernock disclosed falsification 

4 detection information adding processor for adding falsification detection needed/unneeded 

5 information and falsification detection information for performing the falsification detection to 

6 the block, wherein the block of the content transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to 

7 the receiving side apparatus has an area to which the falsification detection needed/unneeded 

8 information indicative of need/non-need content is added (See Downs Col. 7 Paragraph 2, Col. 

9 13 Lines 48-62, and Col. 16 Steps 408-418); and a falsification detection processor for stopping, 

10 in case that a falsification of the content is detected by the falsification detection 

1 1 needed/unneeded information and the falsification detection information added to the content 

12 transmitted from the transmitting side apparatus to the receiving side apparatus, the process 

13 corresponding to the process designation and applied to the block of the content, and transmitting 

14 information concerning the falsification to the transmitting side apparatus or a third party (See 

1 5 Downs Col. 1 6 Steps 408-4 1 8). 

16 Regarding claim 5, Downs and Chernock disclosed detecting illegality to the received 

17 content on the receiving side apparatus, and in case that illegality is detected, a step of stopping 

18 the process corresponding to the process designation and applied to the block of the content, and 

19 notifying information concerning the illegality to the transmitting side apparatus or a third party 

20 (See Downs Col. 16 Step 416). 

21 Regarding claim 6, Downs and Chernock disclosed that in case that the condition 

22 specified by the second control information to apply the process corresponding to the process 
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1 designation to the content satisfies the condition specified by the first control information to 

2 permit the process corresponding to the process designation, in case that a falsification of the 

3 content is detected by information and the falsification detection information added to the 

4 received content, or when modification or loss of the first control information added to the 

5 content or the second control information stored in the receiving side apparatus are detected, 

6 detection of illegality is determined on the receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 16 Step 416 

7 and the rejection of claim 1 above). 

8 Regarding claim 7, Downs and Chernock disclosed that the information to be notified 

9 includes any one or more of pieces of information concerning the falsification of the content, the 

10 modification of the first control information, the modification of the second control information 

1 1 stored the receiving side apparatus, the received process designation, the content, transmitting 

12 side apparatus, and receiving side apparatus (See Downs Col. 77 Lines 44-47). 

13 Regarding claims 12, 19, and 24, Downs and Chernock disclosed adding history 

14 information indicative of the process substance applied to the block of the content (See Downs 

15 Col. 21 Lines 57-60 and the rejection of claim 1 above); and in case of the history information 

1 6 contradictory to the conditions of the first control information, stopping the process applied to 

17 the block of the content, and notifying information concerning the process which includes any 

18 one or more of pieces of information concerning the contents, the transmission source and the 

1 9 reception source, transmitting side or the third party (See Downs Col. 1 1 Lines 43-48). 
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1 Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of 

2 Downs and Chernock as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Gross et al. (US Patent 

3 Number 6,372,974) hereinafter referred to as Gross. 

4 Downs and Chernock disclosed adding history information to the content and stopping 

5 playback of the content if the history information did not satisfy the conditions of usage (See the 

6 rejection of claim 12 above), but failed to disclose that the content could be sent from one device 

7 to another. 

8 Gross teaches that content devices should be able to share content directly with one 

9 another (See Gross Col. 1 Line 17 - Col. 2 Line 2). 

10 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

1 1 invention to employ the teachings of Gross in the content distribution system of Downs and 

12 Chernock by allowing devices to share content directly without the need of contacting the 

13 content provider. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art 

14 would have been motivated to allow the second device to access the content in the event that the 

1 5 content provider is unavailable. 

16 Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 

17 combination of Downs and Chernock as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Latham 

1 8 et al. (US Patent Number 5,968, 133) hereinafter referred to as Latham. 

19 Downs and Chernock disclosed comparison between an expiration time and the current 

20 time (See the rejection of claim 1 above) but failed to disclosed how the current time was 

2 1 acquired, or more specifically that the time stored in the receiving side apparatus is information 

22 acquired by the receiving side apparatus from the transmitting side apparatus or a third party, 
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1 acquired concomitantly with authentication with the transmitting side apparatus or the third 

2 party. 

3 Latham teaches a method for accurately and securely obtaining the current time in an 

4 authenticated client device by requesting the time from a server (See Latham Col. 4 Line 66 - 

5 Col. 5 Line 27). 

6 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 



7 invention to employ the teachings of Latham in the content control system of Downs and 

8 Chernock by have the receiving device authenticate itself to a time server and request the time 

9 from a time server, in order to get the current time for comparison with the expiration time. This 



10 would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been 

1 1 motivated to provide an accurate current time for comparison. 

1 2 Conclusion 

13 Claims 1-26 have been rejected. 

14 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

15 disclosure. 

16 Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 

17 Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 

18 Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

19 A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

20 MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 

21 MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 

22 the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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1 will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

2 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 

3 however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

4 final action. 

5 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

6 examiner should be directed to Matthew T. Henning whose telephone number is (571) 272-3790. 

7 The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

8 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

9 supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 

10 organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

1 1 Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

12 Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

1 3 may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

14 applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

1 5 system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

9 

16 system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

1 7 like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

18 information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

19 
20 
21 

22 /Matthew Henning/ 

23 Assistant Examiner 

24 Art Unit 2131 

25 7/2/2007 
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